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REVIEW  AND  VOTING  RECORD:  THE  1965  SESSION  OF  CONGRESS 


This  Newsletter  attempts  to  provide  some  indication 
of  the  way  in  which  your  Representative  and  Senators 
talked  and  voted  in  1965.  In  evaluating  their  attitudes, 
it  is  well  to  remember  that  some  very  important  issues, 
especially  in  the  House,  are  decided  by  voice,  standing 
or  teller  votes,  which  are  not  recorded.  Then  too,  a 
man’s  recorded  vote  may  be  influenced  by  a  variety  of 
factors — such  as  conflicting  issues  within  the  same 
bill,  and  party  or  sectional  loyalties. 

Reduction  of  Tensions 

Support  for  the  United  Nations.  The  few  votes  on  the 
United  Nations  were  on  largely  non-controversial  is¬ 
sues.  The  Senate  gave  unanimous  if  lukewarm  ap¬ 
proval  to  two  Charter  amendments  which  will  provide 
more  representation  on  the  UN  Security  and  Economic 
and  Social  Councils  to  the  63  countries  that  have 
joined  the  United  Nations  since  1945.  A  resolution 
calling  upon  the  United  States  to  rededicate  itself  to 
the  “United  Nations  and  to  the  furtherance  of  inter¬ 
national  cooperation”  during  the  United  Nation’s  20th 
Anniversary  and  International  Cooperation  Year  was 
approved  without  a  recorded  vote.  But  four  UN  Hu¬ 
man  Rights  Conventions  were  kept  bottled  up  in  the 
Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  because  of  fears 
that  these  Conventions  could  not  win  a  two-thirds  vote 
on  the  floor. 

Some  Congressmen  did  express  alarm  in  the  early 
months  of  the  year  about  the  paralyzing  effect  on  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  U.S.-Soviet  dispute  over  UN 
peacekeeping  operations.  The  Soviets,  their  allies  and 
France  had  refused  to  help  finance  peacekeeping  ac¬ 
tivities  of  which  they  disapproved;  the  United  States 
insisted  such  nations  should  lose  their  votes  in  the 
General  Assembly.  The  Senate  Republican  leadership 
called  for  a  showdown  on  the  issue,  but  many  leading 
legislators,  such  as  Sens.  George  Aiken,  Vt.;  Mansfield, 
Mont.;  Fulbright,  Ark.;  and  Rep.  Reuss,  Wis.,  called 
for  a  compromise  solution  which  would  revitalize  the 
United  Nations  and  allow  it  to  play  a  peacekeeping 
role  in  Vietnam.  When  the  U.S.  Government  finally 
announced  in  August  that  it  would  no  longer  “frustrate” 
the  will  of  the  majority  in  “these  troubled  days,”  sup¬ 
port  for  this  new  flexibility  was  expressed  by : 

Reps.  Rosenthal,  N.Y.;  Bingham,  N.Y.;  Gallagher,  N.J.;  Cohe- 
lan,  Calif.;  Brown,  Calif.;  Hechler,  W.  Va.;  Fraser,  Minn.; 
Nix,  Pa.;  and  Moss,  Calif. 


But  the  far-ranging  debate  on  U.S.  policy  toward  the 
United  Nations  which  was  forecast  at  the  beginning 
of  the  session  never  materialized — possibly  because 
Congress  became  so  involved  in  supporting  unilateral 
U.S.  efforts  in  Vietnam  and  the  Dominican  Republic. 
This  new  policy  has  created  great  uneasiness  at  the 
United  Nations  and  caused  Rep.  Don  Edwards,  Calif., 
to  remind  his  colleagues  that  under  the  UN  Charter 
“There  is  no  authority  .  .  .  for  one  nation  to  intervene 
militarily  in  another  country  whether  there  exists  a 
civil  war,  a  war  of  liberation,  or  a  war  in  the  defense 
of  freedom.” 

Vietnam.  The  intense  debate  on  Vietnamese  policy 
which  broke  out  in  Congress  in  the  early  months  of 
1965  dampened  down  toward  the  close  of  the  session 
as  the  President  convinced  most  doubters  of  his  earnest 
desire  for  peace.  In  fact.  Congress  became  so  resentful 
of  some  of  the  public  demonstrations  against  Viet¬ 
namese  policy  that  it  passed  a  resolution  calling  upon 
the  President  to  set  aside  November  27  “for  the  com¬ 
memoration  of  the  efforts  in  Vietnam.” 

Early  Congressional  indignation  about  the  use  of  non- 
lethal  gas  in  Vietnam  evaporated  during  the  session 
despite  reported  increases  in  such  warfare.  Mississippi 
Sen.  John  Stennis’  October  12  estimate  that  U.S.  troops 
might  have  to  stay  in  Vietnam  for  15  years  or  longer, 
brought  little  response  from  his  colleagues.  Indeed, 
Sen.  Fulbright  seemed  a  rather  lonely  figure  when  he 
recently  called  for  suspension  of  bombing  raids  on 
North  Vietnam  to  encourage  negotiations. 

When  the  President  asked  Confess  May  4  to  appro¬ 
priate  an  “additional  $700  million  to  meet  mounting 
military  requirements  in  Vietnam,”  only  10  Congress¬ 
men  voted  against  the  President’s  request: 

the  “no”  votes  were  cast  by  Sens.  Gruening,  Alaska,  Morse, 
Ore.;  Nelson,  Wis.;  and  Reps.  Brown  and  Burton,  Calif.: 
Edwards,  Calif.;  Conyers,  Mich.;  Dow,  N.Y. ;  Green,  Ore.;  and 
Ryan,  N.Y. 

Other  Senators  who  have  raised  questions  in  the  past,  although 
their  uneasiness  may  have  been  stilled  for  the  moment,  include: 
Sens.  Aiken,  Vt. ;  Bartlett,  Alaska;  Brewster  and  Tydings,  Md.; 
Carlson,  Kans. ;  Church,  Ida.;  Clark,  Pa.;  Cooper,  Ky.;  Gore, 
Tenn.;  Javits  and  Kennedy,  N.Y.;  Mansfield,  Mont.;  Mc¬ 
Govern,  S.D. ;  Neuberger,  Ore.;  Pell,  R.I.;  Robertson,  Va. ; 
Young,  Ohio. 
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This  seeming  calm  is  not  shared  by  the  rest  of  the  world.  At 
the  United  Nations,  Secretary-General  U  Thant  recently  empha¬ 
sized  that  the  situation  in  Vietnam  is  having  a  "‘profound  and 
dangerous  effect  ...  on  the  atmosphere  in  the  United  Nations 
.  .  .  and  has  served  to  revive,  to  intensify  and  even  to  extend 
some  of  the  attitudes  of  the  cold  war.  The  conflict  .  .  .  threatens 
.  .  .  the  fate  of  all  mankind.  It  must  be  stopped.” 

Dominican  Republic.  When  the  United  States  moved 
nearly  23,000  U.S.  troops  into  the  Dominican  Republic 
unilaterally  last  spring,  only  a  few  questions  were 
raised  in  Congress  by  Sens.  Clark,  Pa.;  Morse,  Ore.; 
Javits,  N.Y.;  Reps.  Cohelan  and  Leggett,  Calif.  After 
Sen.  Fulbright  delivered  an  extended  critique  of  U.S. 
action,  some  of  his  colleagues  suggested  that  he  was 
soft  on  communism.  The  House  even  endorsed  a  reso¬ 
lution  authorizing  the  unilateral  use  of  mihta^  force 
by  any  country  seeking  to  prevent  Communist  sub¬ 
version  in  any  other  country  in  the  Western  Hemi¬ 
sphere  (see  House  [H]  vote  2).  This  resolution  vio¬ 
lates  UN  and  OAS  Charters  and  has  produced  bitter 
reaction  abroad.  Several  proposals  have  since  been 
introduced  to  reassure  Latin  Americans  that  the  United 
States  will  abide  by  its  treaty  commitments  and  is 
concerned  for  the  welfare  of  the  Latin  peoples.  Spon¬ 
sors  include  Sens.  Javits,  N.Y.;  Carlson,  Kans.;  Clark, 
Pa.;  Morse,  Ore.;  Young,  Ohio;  and  Reps.  Rosenthal, 
N.Y.;  and  Brown,  Calif. 

Relations  with  Communist  China.  Although  an  over¬ 
whelming  majority  of  Congress  continues  to  oppose 
any  relations  or  UN  seating  of  Communist  China,  Sens. 
Kennedy,  N.Y.;  Mansfield,  Mont.;  Clark,  Pa.;  and 
Morse,  Ore.,  have  called  upon  the  Government  to  in¬ 
clude  the  Peoples  Republic  of  China  in  disarmament 
negotiations  (see  S  p>oll  13  and  H  poll  12). 

Relations  with  Soviet  Union  and  Eastern  Europe.  Fear 
of  Communist  espionage,  right  wing  pressure,  and  a 
lack  of  Presidential  drive  caused  the  Senate  to  lay  aside 
an  agreement  to  exchange  consulates  with  the  Soviet 
Union.  Opposition  to  the  agreement  was  expressed  by 
Sens.  Lausche,  Ohio;  Carlson,  Kans.;  Hickenlooper, 
la.;  Williams,  Dela.;  Mundt,  S.D.;  and  Dodd,  Conn. 

The  Congressional  climate  continued  to  have  an  in¬ 
timidating  effect  on  the  Administration’s  desire  to 
loosen  restrictions  on  trade  with  the  Communist  na¬ 
tions  of  Eastern  Europe.  An  effort  to  put  Congress  on 
record  as  supporting  the  elimination  of  special  restric¬ 
tions  on  transportation  of  agricultural  commodities  to 
Communist  areas  was  abandoned  in  the  Senate  be¬ 
cause  of  a  lack  of  votes.  The  following  11  members 
of  the  Senate  Foreign  Relations  Committee  later  wrote 
the  President  a  letter  “strongly”  recommending  an  end 
to  such  discrimination; 

Fulbright,  Ark.;  Lausche,  Ohio:  Mansfield,  Mont.;  McCarthy. 
Minn.;  Symington,  Mo.;  Clark,  Pa.:  Sparkman.  Ala.:  Gore. 
Tenn.;  Church,  Ida.:  Pell.  R.I.;  and  Carlson,  Kans. 

Disarmament.  Although  there  were  no  disarmament 
treaties  before  the  Senate  this  year,  a  number  of  Sena¬ 
tors  pressed  for  greater  efforts  to  reach  agreement  on  a 
treaty  to  prevent  the  spread  of  nuclear  weapons.  These 
include : 


Sens.  Kennedy  and  Javits,  N.Y.;  Pastore  and  Pell,  R.I.;  Ander¬ 
son,  N.M.;  Mansfield,  Mont.;  Aiken,  Vt.;  Church,  Ida.;  Clark, 
Pa.;  Cooper,  Ky.;  Gruening,  Alaska;  Harris,  Okla.;  Hart, 
Mich.;  McGee,  Wyo.;  McGovern,  S.D.;  Moss,  Utah;  Proxmire, 
Wis.;  and  Tydings,  Md. 

Through  a  series  of  compromises,  the  authorization  for 
the  Arms  Control  and  Disarmament  Agency  was  cut 
back  from  the  four-year,  $55  million  requested  by  the 
President  to  a  $10-million-a-year  budget  for  three  years 
(see  Vote  1,  S  and  H).  Much  of  the  debate  centered 
around  the  ACDA  research  program,  which  critics 
claimed  costs  an  undue  amount  for  questionable  re¬ 
sults.  Sen.  Jacob  Javits,  N.Y.;  pointed  out  March  10 
that  “We  have  not  hesitated  to  spend  $500  million  in 
an  abortive  effort  to  produce  a  military  aircraft.  ...  I 
see  no  reason  why  a  different  standard  should  be 
applied  to  the  fundamental  subject  of  disarmament 
and  arms  control.  .  .  .” 


The  Human  Family 

Economic  Aid.  Both  Congress  and  the  Executive 
Branch  have  yet  to  come  to  grips  with  the  fact  that 
one  of  the  greatest  threats  to  international  peace  is 
the  ever-broadening  gap  between  living  standards  of 
the  developing  and  industrial  worlds.  Whereas  the 
average  per  capita  income  of  many  of  the  new  nations 
of  Africa,  Asia  and  Latin  America  is  less  than  $100  a 
year,  the  per  capita  income  of  the  United  States  has 
risen  steadily  to  more  than  $2,500.  According  to  World 
Bank  President,  George  D.  Woods,  “If  we  do  not  begin 
to  make  faster  progress  .  .  .  the  prospect  is  for  discon¬ 
tent,  unrest  and  tensions  that  in  the  end  must  spill 
over  national  boundaries  and  ultimately  infect  the  rich 
nations  as  well  as  the  poor.” 

Despite  such  forecasts,  only  a  few  members  of  Con¬ 
gress — such  as  Sens.  Clark,  Pa.,  Kennedy,  N.Y.,  and 
Rep.  Rosenthal,  N.Y.,  have  called  for  a  greatly  ex¬ 
panded  program  of  up  to  $10  billion  per  year.  Congress 
as  a  whole  still  thinks  of  aid  as  a  minimal  technique 
for  offsetting  Communism.  There  is  increasing  objec¬ 
tion  to  supporting  multilateral  programs  which  are  not 
subject  to  U.S.  political  and  fiscal  restrictions. 

This  year  the  President  submitted  the  smallest  budget 
request  in  the  history  of  the  program,  or  $1.8  billion 
for  development  loans,  bilateral  technical  assistance 
and  UN  aid  and  relief  activities.  Congress  made  only 
minor  cuts  in  the  money  requests,  but  the  two  Houses 
deadlocked  for  months  over  policy  issues,  including  a 
Senate  recommendation  that  the  current  aid  program 
be  cut  off  in  mid- 1967  and  started  afresh  thereafter. 
This  recommendation  was  finally  eliminated.  Congress 
reluctantly  supported  and  then  later  rejected  Sen.  Ful- 
bright’s  efforts  to  encourage  the  Administration  to 
channel  a  larger  proportion  of  U.S.  development  loans 
into  the  International  Bank  and  its  affiliates  (see  S 
vote  7).  According  to  the  Senator,  “Bilateral  aid  carries 
a  connotation  of  charitv  .  .  .  Multilateral  aid  .  .  .  has  the 
more  dignified  connotation  of  a  community  organized 
to  meet  its  common  and  rightful  responsibilities.  .  .  .” 

Congress  did  support  the  Administration’s  request  for 
authority  to  contribute  additional  funds  to  the  Inter- 
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American  Development  Bank  (lADB) — which  makes 
long-term  low  interest  loans  for  basic  economic  and 
social  development,  and  the  International  Monetary 
Fund — which  helps  countries,  including  the  United 
States,  stabilize  currencies  and  solve  balance  of  pay¬ 
ment  deficits.  Opposition  centered  in  large  part  on 
concern  over  loss  of  control  over  the  funds  and  the 
possible  adverse  effect  of  such  transfers  on  the  U.S. 
balance,  of  payments.  Rep.  Paul  A.  Fino,  N.Y.,  sug¬ 
gested  that  savings  from  his  proposed  cut  in  the  lADB 
authorization  be  used  to  continue  operation  of  some 
31  Veterans  Administration  facilities  which  the  John¬ 
son  Administration  planned  to  close  ( see  S  vote  6  and 
H  votes  4  and  5). 

At  one  time  the  Senate  even  approved  a  $30  million 
cut  in  bilateral  technical  assistance  and  contributions 
to  UN  programs  on  the  grounds  that  the  United  States 
will  undoubtedly  have  “tremendous  additional  military 
expenses  and  responsibilities”  in  Vietnam  and  other 
areas  (see  S  vote  8). 

Food  for  Peace.  Although  there  were  no  major  votes 
on  food  for  peace  this  year,  there  has  been  a  growing 
debate  on  ways  in  which  the  United  States  can  help 
meet  the  world  food  crisis.  This  debate  has  been  led 
by  Sen.  George  McGovern,  S.D.,  who  estimates  that  it 
would  cost  an  additional  $5.5  billions  a  year  to  correct 
the  present  situation  in  which  more  than  half  a  billion 
people  are  chronically  hungry;  at  least  another  billion 
have  poorly  balanced  diets  and  three  million  children 
die  each  year  from  diseases  induced  by  malnutrition. 
Sen.  McGovern  and  Sen.  Gaylord  Nelson  of  Wisconsin’s 
bill,  S.  2157,  will  probably  receive  detailed  considera¬ 
tion  next  year  when  the  whole  P.L.  480  program  is  up 
for  extension.  S.  2157  would  initiate  a  10-year,  $20 
billion  U.S.  “war  against  want,”  which  would  include 
expanding  overseas  shipments  of  food,  especially  high 
protein  food,  improving  distribution  facilities  in  devel¬ 
oping  countries,  and  helping  under  developed  nations 
increase  their  own  food  production. 

Such  a  proposal  envisages  increased  domestic  produc¬ 
tion  as  well  as  a  crash  effort  to  raise  output  in  Africa, 
Asia  and  Latin  America.  This  philosophy  has  been 
supported  by  others,  especially  Sen.  Walter  Mondale, 
Minn.,  who  has  suggested  that  no  one  “who  has  any 
concept  of  what  our  Judeo-Christian  society  stands  for” 
can  be  satisfied  with  the  current  dichotomy  in  which 
“our  money  is  being  spent  on  idling  acres,  reducing 
production,  at  a  time  when  thousands  of  people  a  day 
are  dying  of  hunger.” 

In  mid-October,  more  than  60  House  Republicans  in¬ 
troduced  legislation  to  establish  a  bipartisan  U.S. 
World  Food  Study  Commission  to  analyze  the  world 
food-population  problem  and  recommend  an  appropri¬ 
ate  role  for  the  United  States  in  bringing  about  a 
solution. 

Population  Explosion.  Concem  over  feeding  the  world 
has  encouraged  increased  debate  on  how  to  control  the 
population  explosion  at  home  and  abroad.  Sens. 
Gruening  and  Bartlett,  Alaska;  Tydings,  Md.;  Bass, 
Tenn.;  Douglas,  Ill.;  Moss,  Utah;  Yarborough,  Tex.; 
Hart,  Mich.;  McGovern,  S.D.;  Dominick,  Colo.;  Simp¬ 
son,  Wyo.;  Byrd,  W.  Va.;  Young,  Ohio;  and  Reps.  Udall, 
Ariz.;  and  Todd,  Mich.,  have  introduced  legislation  to 
coordinate  and  disseminate  birth  control  information 
upon  request  and  to  authorize  the  President  to  call  a 


White  House  Conference  on  population  in  1967.  Ex¬ 
tensive  hearings  have  already  been  held  on  the  Senate 
bill,  S.  1676. 

Withholding  Aid  and  Food  as  Punishment.  There  is  a 
tendency  for  Congress  to  want  to  withhold  aid  and  food 
from  the  peoples  of  developing  countries  when  their 
Governments  are  uncooperative  or  aggressive.  This 
year  Congress  urged  the  President  to  deny  aid  to  coun¬ 
tries  that  allow  their  ships  to  service  North  Vietnam. 
Prohibitions  against  aid  to  Cuba  and  its  suppliers  were 
continued  and  efforts  were  made  to  prohibit  aid  and 
sales  of  U.S.  surplus  commodities  to  Indonesia  and 
the  United  Arab  Repubhc  (see  H  vote  6).  Sales  of 
agricultural  surpluses  to  Egypt  were  finally  prohibited 
unless  the  “President  determines  that  such  sale  is 
essential  to  the  national  interest.” 


Military  Policy 

Costs.  Congress  continues,  in  the  words  of  Sen.  Ful- 
bright,  to  take  their  (the  Department  of  Defense’s) 
enormous  appropriation  requests  on  “faith,”  and  to 
acquiesce  in  the  “tremendous  power”  wielded  by  the 
agency.  The  $48.6  billion  Department  budget  was 
approved  unanimously  this  year  and  an  additional  $4 
billion  was  appropriated  with  comparatively  minor  de¬ 
bate  for  civil  defense,  overseas  military  aid  and  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Indeed,  in  opening  House  debate  on  the  basic  budget 
recommendation.  Rep.  George  Mahon,  Tex.,  said  he  did 
not  anticipate  any  “substantial  contest”  over  the  bill 
because  the  “sums  involved  are  so  large  and  the  pro¬ 
grams  are  so  complex  that  it  is  difficult  to  select  an 
appropriate  battleground.”  Little  attention,  indeed  little 
regret  has  been  expressed  over  the  fact  that  anticipated 
increases  in  the  cost  of  the  Vietnamese  war  will  prob¬ 
ably  negate  earlier  Administration  hopes  that  military 
expenditures  would  begin  to  decrease,  leaving  “an  ever 
larger  share  of  our  expanding  national  wealth  .  .  .  free 
to  meet  other  vital  needs.” — President  Johnson’s  De¬ 
fense  Message,  Jan.  18. 

“Economizing.”  Congress  continued  to  oppose  the 
closing  of  obsolete  military  bases  and  deactivation  of 
Army  Reserve  units.  This  year’s  debate  on  the  military 
construction  bill  centered  on  an  amendment  giving 
Congress  a  veto  over  Department  of  Defense  efforts  to 
close  or  reduce,  military  facilities.  Other  attempts  were 
made  to  block  closing  of  veterans  hospitals  and  old 
soldiers’  homes. 

The  Draft.  Congressional  interest  in  proposals  to  study 
the  draft  dropped  to  zero  with  expansion  of  the  war  in 
Vietnam.  The  burning  of  draft  cards  by  a  few  oppo¬ 
nents  of  the  war  aroused  so  much  indignation  that  in 
early  August  both  Houses  approved  a  bill,  with  no 
public  hearings  and  next  to  no  debate,  making  willful 
destruction  or  mutilation  of  draft  cards  punishable  by 
a  $10,000  fine  and  not  more  than  5  years  in  jail.  The 
bill  passed  the  House  393  to  1,  the  Senate  by  a  voice 
vote.  The  only  “no”  vote  was  cast  by  Rep.  Henry  P. 
Smith,  N.Y.  who  said  the  proposed  fine  was  “much  too 
excessive.” 

Civil  Defense.  Rep.  Albert  Thomas,  Tex.,  and  Sen. 
Stephen  Young,  Ohio,  continue  to  take  the  lead  in  op- 
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posing  the  civil  defense  budget.  This  year  Congress 
cut  the  Administration’s  $193.9  million  request  by 
45%,  and  forbade  the  use  of  any  funds  for  construc¬ 
tion  of  fallout  shelters,  except  in  new  Federal  buildings. 
According  to  Sen.  Clark,  development  “of  the  atomic 
and  hydrogen  bombs  make  the  entire  civil  defense  pro¬ 
gram  obsolete.”  ( see  S  vote  2 ) . 

Civilian  Control.  The  issue  of  military  influence  in 
government  was  raised  in  debate  on  a  bill  authorizing 
the  appointment  of  a  military  man,  Gen.  William  F. 
McKee,  to  the  post  of  administrator  of  a  civilian 
agency:  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency.  Rep.  William 
Springer,  Ill.,  was  one  of  the  most  vocal  opponents  of 
the  House  bill  (see  H  vote  3).  In  an  effort  to  hold  up 
Senate  passage,  opponents,  led  by  Sen.  Vance  Hartke, 
Ind.,  unsuccessfully  offered  a  motion  to  recommit  the 
bill  so  that  Gen.  McKee  could  be  brought  before  the 
Commerce  Committee  for  questioning  (see  S  vote  4). 

Military  Aid.  Although  the  Senate  turned  down  several 
attempts  to  cut  the  $1.2  billion  military  aid  pro^am 
this  year  as  an  “unnecessary  affront”  to  aid  recipients 
or  as  tending  to  support  “galloping  communism,”  there 
is  growing  Congressional  concern  over  the  way  in 
which  U.S.  equipment — which  is  intended  to  help  na¬ 
tions  defend  themselves  from  Communism — is  being 
used  in  inter-regional  disputes,  such  as  the  Indian- 
Pakistani  fight. 

Senators  who  have  pushed  for  cuts  in  this  program 
include  Fulbright,  Ark.;  Morse,  Ore.;  Clark,  Pa.; 
Church,  Idaho;  Pell,  R.I.;  and  Gruening,  Alaska  (see 
S  vote  5).  According  to  Sen.  Morse: 

“We  are  a  shockingly  immoral  Nation  with  respect  to  military 
aid.  .  .  .  We  have  fully  equipped  Greece  and  Turkey  with 
.American  military  aid  so  that  Greece  and  Turkey  stand  as  a 
threat  to  the  peace  of  the  world.  .  .  .  The  United  Nations  has 
had  to  move  into  Kashmir  in  order  to  give  some  hope  of  pre¬ 
venting  those  two  American  military-equipped  countries  [India 
and  Pakistan]  from  going  to  war.  .  .  .” 

During  House  debate.  Rep.  Julia  Hansen,  Wash.,  ex¬ 
pressed  concern  over  the  fact  that  small  countries 
with  low  per  capita  incomes  are  spending  millions  on 
defense  in  order  to  match  U.S.  military  aid.  According 
to  Rep.  Hansen,  “ultramodern  defense  equipment 
against  insufficient  diets  makes  a  strange  paradox.” 

The  Moon  Flight.  U.S.  expenditure  for  the  moon  flight 
incurred  less  criticism  this  year  than  formerly,  pos¬ 
sibly  because  of  recent  successes  of  U.S.  efforts  in 
space.  When  the  Proxmire-Clark-Morse  and  Douglas 
proposal  to  cut  the  $5.2  billion  space  budget  was  be¬ 
fore  the  Senate  Sen.  Clark  said:  “The  programs  we 
need  in  order  to  make  us  a  compassionate  and  educated 
Nation  are  being  starved  because  of  the  high  priority 
we  have  placed  on  these  other  national  ambitions; 
namely,  to  win  first  prize  in  space,  and  to  be  the  strong¬ 
est  military  country  in  the  world.”  (see  S  vote  3). 

Human  Rights  at  Home 

As  1965  has  been  a  year  of  revolution  and  conflict 
around  the  world,  it  has  been  a  year  of  intensified  war 
against  all  denial  of  human  rights  and  dignity  at  home. 


Immigration.  Congress  provided  this  year  for  the 
phased  elimination  of  the  national  origins  quota  sys¬ 
tem,  which  for  41  years  has  allowed  three  northern 
European  countries  to  supply  70%  of  all  immigrants 
to  this  country.  The  new  bill:  (1)  puts  a  120,000 
ceiling  on  immigrants  from  the  previously  unrestricted 
Western  Hemisphere;  and  (2)  sets  a  170,000  limit  on 
quota  immigration  from  outside  the  Western  Hemi¬ 
sphere,  effective  in  July,  1968.  These  quota  numbers 
will  be  distributed  under  a  new  priority  system  which 
places  major  emphasis  on  family  reunion. 

Instrumental  in  obtaining  passage  were  Sens.  Kennedy,  Mass.; 
Hart,  Mich.;  Javits,  N.Y.;  and  Reps.  Celler,  N.Y.;  Feighan, 
Ohio;  Rodino,  N.J.;  and  Moore,  W.  Va.  (see  S  vote  10  and 
H  vote  8 ) . 


Voting  Rights.  Congress  followed  up  last  year’s  his¬ 
toric  Civil  Rights  Act  with  a  bill  to  insure  all  qualified 
citizens  the  right  to  vote  in  local,  state,  and  federal 
elections.  The  Voting  Rights  Act  of  1965  provides  for  ; 

( 1 )  suspension  of  literacy  tests  or  similar  devices;  (2) 
appointment  of  Federal  examiners  to  require  local  reg¬ 
istration  of  qualified  individuals;  and  (3)  challenges 
by  the  Attorney  General  on  the  constitutionality  of 
local  poll  taxes. 

Senate  passage  came  only  after  cloture  had  been  invoked  by  a 
70-.S0  vote  (see  S  vote  9).  Sens.  Mansfield,  Mont.;  Dirksen, 
Ill.;  Hart,  Mich.;  Javits  and  Kennedy,  N.Y.;  Case,  N.J.; 
Douglas,  Ill.;  and  Long,  La.,  helped  guide  the  bill  to  final 
passage.  Leaders  in  the  House  debate  were  Reps.  Celler,  N.Y.; 
Corman,  Calif.;  Mathias,  Md.;  Rodino,  N.J.;  and  Boggs,  La. 
( see  H  vote  7 ) . 

In  Other  civil  rights  action,  the  House  dismissed,  228- 
143,  a  Mississippi  Freedom  Democratic  Party  chal¬ 
lenge  to  the  legality  of  the  1964  election  of  Mississippi’s 
five-member  delegation. 


Home  Rule  for  Washington,  D.  C.  An  end  to  the  91- 
year-old  home  rule  debate  seemed  possible  this  year 
when  218  members  of  the  House  signed  a  petition  to 
bring  the  Administration  bill  from  the  District  Com¬ 
mittee  to  the  floor.  But  even  after  a  number  of  com¬ 
promises,  House  supporters  were  unable  to  rally 
enough  votes  to  defeat  an  amendment  by  Rep.  B.  F. 
Sisk,  Calif.,  which  substituted  a  voters’  referendum  for 
immediate  home  rule  (see  H  vote  9).  No  conference 
action  was  taken  before  the  session’s  end. 

As  passed  by  the  Senate  in  July,  the  bill  would  have 
provided  for  an  elected  mayor,  city  council,  board  of 
education  and  non-voting  delegate  to  the  House  of 
Representatives  for  the  District  of  Columbia  (see  S 
vote  11). 


HUAC.  In  two  separate  actions,  the  House  appropri¬ 
ated  a  total  of  $420,000  for  House  Un-American  Ac¬ 
tivities  Committee  investigations  in  the  coming  year. 
In  February  the  House  overruled  an  attempt  by  Rep. 
Don  Edwards,  Calif.,  to  require  a  more  detailed  exami¬ 
nation  of  the  Committee’s  request  for  $370,000  for 
investigations  in  1965  (see  H  vote  11).  In  April,  the 

(Continued  on  page  8) 


Some  Key  Votes  in  the  Senate  in  the  First  Session  of  the  89th  Congress:  1965* 

1 .  Foreign  Relations  Committee  amendment  to  cut  the  proposed  nations  to  channel  more  economic  aid  into  multilateral  activities 

spending  ceiling  for  the  Arms  Control  and  Disarmament  Agency  and  (b)  authorizing  the  President  to  use  up  to  20%  of  Development 

from  S40  million  for  3  years  to  S20  million  for  2  years.  Approved,  Loan  Funds  for  loans  and  grants  to  development  programs  of  the 

50-38.  March  10.  (see  p.  2  )  World  Bank  and  its  affiliates.  Rejected,  40-46,  June  10.  (see  p.  2  ) 

2.  Effort  by  Sen.  Stephen  Young,  Ohio,  to  reduce  the  S124  million  8.  Amendment  by  Sen.  Leverett  Saltonstall,  Mass.,  to  reduce  bi- 

civil  defense  budget  approved  by  the  Senate  Appropriations  Com-  lateral  technical  assistance  for  fiscal  1966  by  S20  million;  contri- 

mittee  by  28%  or  S35  million.  Rejected.  13-72,  July  13.  (See  p.  4  I  butions  to  international  programs,  such  as  the  UN  Technical  Asis- 

3.  Amendment  by  Sem  William  Proxmire,  Wis.,  to  cut  some  S260  tance  program,  by  SIO  million;  and  supporting  assistance  by 

million  from  the  S5.2  billion  National  Aeronautics  and  Space  another  S20  million.  Adopted,  45-35,  Sept.  23.  (see  p.  3  ) 

Administration  budget.  Rejected.  16-61,  July  12.  (see  p.  4  )  9.  Motion  to  bring  the  Voting  Rights  bill  to  a  vote  after  five  weeks 

4.  Effort  by  Sen.  Vance  Hartke,  Ind.,  to  send  back  to  the  Commerce  of  desultory  debate.  Approved,  70-30,  May  25.  (see  p.  4  ) 

Committee  a  bill  authorizing  the  President  to  appoint  a  military  10.  Passage  of  bill  to  abolish  the  discriminatory  national  origins  quota 
man,  Gen.  William  F.  McKee,  to  the  post  of  Administrator  of  the  system,  which  had  been  the  basis  of  U.  S.  immigration  policy  for 

Federal  Aviation  Agency.  The  recommital  would  permit  hearings  41  years.  Passed,  76-18,  Sept.  22.  (see  p.  4  ) 

at  which  the  General  could  testify  as  “to  his  ideas  on  civilian  gov-  1 1.  Passage  of  bill  to  provide  self  government  for  the  District  of  Co- 
ernment."  Rejected,  33-35,  June  17.  (see  p.  4)  lumbia.  Approved,  63-29,  July  22.  (see  p.  4  ) 

5.  Amendment  by  Sen.  Wayne  Morse,  Ore.,  to  reduce  the  $1.2  billion  12.  Effort  by  Sen.  Maurine  Neu^rger,  Ore.,  to  hasten  the  possibility 

military  aid  budget  for  fiscal  1966  by  1,57c,  and  limit  military  aid  of  providing  additional  warnings  against  hazards  of  cigarette 

to  India,  Pakistan.  Greece  and  Turkey  to  507c  of  the  cost  of  equip-  smoking.  The  Senate  Commerce  Committee  had  suggested  a  three- 

ment  and  training  which  those  countries  received  during  fiscal  year  moratorium  on  Government  controls  over  cigarette  adver- 

1965.  Rejected,  32-54,  Sept.  23.  (see  p.  4  )  tising.  Senator  Neuberger  sought  to  cut  this  back  to  one  year. 

6.  Effort  by  Sen.  Frank  Lausche,  Ohio,  to  cut  proposed  U.  S.  contri-  Rejected.  29-49,  June  16.  (see  p.  8  ) 

bution  to  Inter-American  Development  Bank  from  $750  million  13.  Signers  of  the  Committee  of  One  Million  statement  opposing  UN 
to  $400  million.  Rejected.  37-44,  Feb.  25.  (see  p.  3  I  seating,  U.  S.  trade  or  “accommodation"  with  the  Peoples  Republic 

7.  Amendment  by  Sen.  Ernest  Gruening,  Alaska,  to  strike  from  the  of  China.  Signers,  yes  — 51;  nonsigners,  no— 49,  as  of  April,  1965. 

foreign  aid  bill  a  proviso  (a)  urging  the  United  States  and  other  (see  p.  2  ) 


VOTES 

Senators  by  State  1  23456789  10  11  12  13 

LOUISIANA  NORTH  DAKOTA 

Ellender  (D)  YNNYYNYYNNNNY  Burdick  (D)  NNNYYYNYYYYYY 

Long  (D)  NNNYNNNNNYNYN  Young  (R)  YN?YNYYYNYNNY 

MAINE  OHIO 

MusUie  (D)  NN??NN??YYY?N  Lausche  (D)  ?Y?NNYYYYYYNY 

Smith  (R)  YNNYNNYYYYYYN  Young  (D)  NYNYYNYNYYYYN 

MARYLAND  OKLAHOMA 

Brewster  (D)  NNNNYNNNYYYNN  Harris  (D)  YNNNNNNYYYYYY 

Tydings  NNNNNNNNYYYYN  Monroney  (D)  NNNNNNNNYYYYN 

MASSACHUSETTS  OREGON 

Kennedy  (D)  NNNNYNNNYYYYN  Morse  (D)  NYYYYYYYYYYYN 

Saltonstall  R)  YNN?NYNYYYYNN  Neuberger  (D)  NYN?NN?YYYYYN 

MICHIGAN  PENNSYLVANIA 

Hart  (D)  NNNYNNNNYYYYN  Clark  (D)  NYYYY?NNYYYYN 

McNamara  (D)  N?NNNNNNYYYNN  Scott  (R)  YNNNNNNYYYNNY 

MINNESOTA  RHODE  ISLAND 

McCarthy  (D)  NNNN????YYYYN  Pastore  (D)  NNNNNNNNYYYYY 

Mondale  (D)  NNN??NN?YYYYN  Pell  (D)  N??NYNNNYYYYN 

MISSISSIPPI  SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Eastland  (D)  YNN?YYYYNNNNY  Russell  (D)  N?NN?YYNNNNN 

Stennis  (D)  YNNNNYY?NNNNN  Thurmond  (R)  YNNNNYYYNNNNY 

MISSOURI  SOUTH  DAKOTA 

Long  (D)  YNN?NN?NYYYNN  McGovern  (D)  NYYYYNNNYYYYN 

Symington  (D)  YNNNYYYYYYYNN  Mundt  (R)  YYY’YYYYYYNNY 

MONTANA  TENNESSEE 

Mansfield  (D)  YNNNNNNNYYYYN  Bass  (D)  NNNNNNNNYYYNN 

Metcolf  (D)  NNN?NNNNYYYYN  Gore  (D)  NN???YY?YYYNN 

TEXAS 

NEBRASKA  Yorborough  (D)  NNNYNNYNYYY?Y 

Curtis  (R)  YYNNYYYYYYNNY  Tower  (R)  YNNYNYYYNNNNY 

Hruska  (R)  YNNNYYYYYYNNY  UTAH 

NEVADA  Moss  (D)  NNNYNNYNYYYYN 

Bible  (D)  YNNNYYYYNYYNY  Bennett  (R)  YYNYYYNYNNNYY 

Cannon  (D)  YNNNNNYYNYYYY  VERMONT 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE  Aiken  (R)  YNNYNNYYYYYNN 

McIntyre  (D)  ?NNY?NN?YYYYY  Prouty  (R)  YNNNN7NYYYYNY 

Cotton  (R)  NNNNYYYYYNYNY  VIRGINIA 

NEW  JERSEY  Byrd  (D)  YN??Y?YYNNNNY 

Williams  (D)  ?YYNY?NNYYYNN  Robertson  (D)  YN7NYYYYNNNNY 
Case  (R)  NNNYNNNNYYYYN  WASHINGTON 

NEW  MEXICO  Jackson  (D)  YNNNNNNNYYYNN 

Anderson  (D)  YN?N?YN?Y?YNY  Magnuson  (D)  7NNNNYNNYYYNN 

Montoya  (D)  YNN?YNNNYYY?Y  WEST  VIRGINIA 

NEW  YORK  Byrd  (D)  YNNNYNNYNNNNN 

Kennedy  (D)  NNY?NNNNYYYYN  Randolph  (D)  NNNNYNNYYYYYN 

Javits  (R)  NNNNNNNNYYYYY  WISCONSIN 

NORTH  CAROLINA  Nelson  (D)  NNYYN?NNYYYYN 

Ervin  (D)  YNNYNYYYNYNNY  Proxmire  (D)  NNYNNNNNYYYYY 

Jordan  (D)  Y???NYYYNNNNN  WYOMING 

McGee  (D)  NNNNNNNNYYYNN 

Simpson  (R)  YYNYYYY7NYNNY 

•The  “yes"  votes  in  the  tabulation  include  all  those  on  record  as  favoring  an  action,  whether  they  actually  voted  on  the  floor  or  not.  The  “no" 
votes  include  all  those  on  record  as  opposing  an  action.  (Thus  the  totals  of  any  one  column  may  exceed  the  totals  in  the  text  which  include 
recorded  votes  only.)  A  “?"  designates  those  who  were  absent,  or  whose  position  was  not  known.  A  blank  means  the  seat  is  vacant,  or  was  occupied 
by  a  different  incumbent  at  the  time  of  the  vote. 

Bold  type  “Y"  and  “N"  indicates  positions  preferred  by  FCNL,  i.e.:  As  expressed  in  1965-1966  Statement  of  Legislative  Policy,  Testimony,  etc. 
(D)  — Democrats;  (R)  —  Republicans.  Source  of  votes:  Congressional  Quarterly  Service. 
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ALABAMA 

Hill  (D)  YNN’NNNNNNNNN 

Sparkman  (D)  Y????NN?NNNNY 

ALASKA 

Bartlett  (D)  NNNNYYYNYYYNN 

Gruening  (D)  NYYYYYYYYYYYN 

ARIZONA 

Hayden  (D)  Y?NYN?NNNNY?N 

Fannin  (R)  YNNYNYYYNYNNY 

ARKANSAS 

Fulbright  (D)  YNYYYNN?NYN?N 

McClellan  (D)  YNNNYYYYNNNNN 

CALIFORNIA 

Kuchel  (R)  NNNNNNNYYYYNY 

Murphy  (R)  YNNYNYYYNYYNY 

COLORADO 

Allott  (R)  YNNYNYYYYYYNY 

Dominick  (R)  YNNNNYYYYYYNY 

CONNECTICUT 

Dodd  (D)  Y?N?NNNNYYYYY 

Ribicotf  (D)  NNNNNYNNYYYYY 

DELAWARE 

Boggs  (R)  YNYNN?NYYYYNY 

Willioms  (R)  YYYYYYYYYYNYY 

FLORIDA 

Holland  (D)  YNNYNNYNNNNNY 

Smathers  (D)  YNN?N?NNNY??Y 

GEORGIA 

Russell  (D)  ?N??N?YYNNN?N 

Talmadge  (D)  YNN?YYYYNNN?N 

HAWAII 

Inouye  (D)  NNNNNNNNYYYNN 

Fong  (R)  YNN?YYYYYYY?Y 

IDAHO 

Church  (D)  N???YNNNYYYYN 

Jordan  (R)  YNNYYYYYYYNNY 

ILLINOIS 

Douglas  (D)  NYYYYNNNYYYYY 

Dirksen  (R)  YNN?N?YYYYYNY 

INDIANA 

Bayh  (D)  YNNNN?NNYYYYY 

Hartke  (D)  N??YNYYNYYYNY 

IOWA 

Hickenlooper(R)  YNN?N?NYNYNNY 
Miller  (R)  YNY7NYNYNYNNY 

KANSAS 

Carlson  (R)  NNNYN??YYYYNY 

Pearson  (R)  YYNY??Y?YYYNY 

KENTUCKY 

Cooper  (R)  NNYYY9NYYNYNY 

Morton  (R)  YNYYYNNYYYYNN 


Some  Key  Votes  in  the  House  in  the  First  Session  of  the  89th  Congress:  1965* 


1.  Passage  of  bill  authorizing  the  Arms  Control  and  Disarmament 
Agency  to  spend  up  to  S40  million  over  the  three-year  period  end¬ 
ing  June  30,  1968.  Approved  302-63,  Feb.  17.  (see  p.  2  ) 

2.  Passage  of  resolution  expressing  Congressional  support  for  the 
use  of  unilateral  military  force  to  prevent  Communist  subversion 
in  any  country  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  Approved,  312-.52, 
Sept.  20,  (see  p.  2 ) 

3.  Passage  of  bill  to  allow  the  President  to  appoint  a  military  man, 
William  F.  McKee,  as  Administrator  of  a  civilian  agency,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency.  Passed,  288-137,  June  3.  (see  p.  4  ) 

-1.  Effort  by  Rep.  Harold  R.  Collier,  Ill.,  to  kill  the  Administration’s 
request  for  authority  to  increase  the  U.  S.  subscription  to  the  In¬ 
ternational  Monetary  Fund  by  SI  billion.  Rejected.  113-275,  April 
27.  (see  p.  3  ) 

5.  Effort  by  Rep.  Paul  A.  Fino,  N.  Y.,  to  cut  the  proposed  S750  mil¬ 
lion  contribution  to  the  Inter-American  Development  Bank  by  3%. 
Rejected,  142-237,  Feb.  18.  (see  p.  3  ) 

6.  Effort  by  Rep.  Frank  T.  Bow,  Ohio,  to  punish  Indonesia  and  the 
United  Arab  Republic  by  Prohibiting  P.  L.  480  sales  of  food  and 
fiber  to  those  nations  in  fiscal  1966.  Rejected,  187-208,  May  26. 
(see  p.  3  ) 

7.  Passage  of  Voting  Rights  bill,  333-85,  July  9.  (see  p.  4 ) 


8.  Passage  of  bill  to  abolish  the  discriminatory  national  origins  quota 
system,  which  had  been  the  basis  of  U.  S.  immigration  policy  for 
41  years.  Passed.  318-95,  Aug.  25.  (see  p.  4  ) 

9.  Effort  by  Rep.  B.  F.  Sisk,  Calif.,  to  substitute  a  citizens’  referen¬ 
dum  and  election  of  a  Charter  Board  for  an  Administration  bill 
which  would  have  provided  immediate  self-government  to  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia.  The  effect  of  the  Sisk  amendment  would  be  to 
delay  and  possibly  prohibit  the  return  of  “Home  Rule”  to  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.  C.  Sisk  amendment  accepted,  227-174,  Sept.  29.  (see  p.4) 

10.  Acceptance  of  compromise  bill  prohibiting  the  Government  from 
requiring  health  warnings  in  cigarette  advertising  before  July 
1, 1969.  The  bill  would  require  manufacturers  to  print  such  a  warn¬ 
ing  on  all  cigarette  packages  sold  in  the  United  States.  Approved. 
285-103,  July  13.  (see  p^.  8  ) 

11.  Effort  by  Rep.  Don  Edwards,  Calif.,  to  require  open  hearings 
on  the  justification  for  the  1965  budget  request  of  the  Un-American 
Activities  Committee.  The  Committee  had  asked  for  $370,000  for 
investigations  this  year.  Rejected,  58-333,  Feb.  25,  (see  p.4) 

12.  Signers  of  the  Committee  of  One  Million  statement  opposing  UN 
seating,  U.  S.  trade  or  “accommodation"  with  the  Peoples  Republic 
of  China.  Signers,  yes  —  268;  nonsigners,  no — 167,  as  of  April, 
1965.  (see  p.  2  ) 


Representatives  VOTES 

by  State  &  Dist.  1  23456789  10  11  12 

ALABAMA 

3  Andrews  (D)  N??NY?NNYYNY 

8  Jones  (D)  YYY?NNNNY?NN 

5  Selden  (D)  YYYNYYNNYYNY 

4  Andrews  (R)  NYNYYYN?YYNY 

6  Buchanan  (R)  NYNYYYNNYYNY 

2  Dicl<inson  (R)  NYNYYYNNYYNN 

1  Edwards  (R)  NYNYYYNNYYNY 

7  Martin  (R)  NYNYYYNNYYNY 

ALASKA 

AL  Rivers  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNY 

ARIZONA 

3  Senner  (D)  Y?YNNNYYNYNY 

2  Udall  (D)  ?YY?NNYYYNNN 

1  Rhodes  (R)  NYNNYYYYYYNY 

ARKANSAS 

1  Gathings  (D)  NYYYYNNNYYNY 

4  Harris  (D)  Y’YNNNNNYYNY 

2  Mills  (D)  YYYNNNNNYYNN 

3  Trimble  (D)  YYYNNNNYNYNY 

CALIFORNIA 

5  Burton  (D)  YNYNNNYYNNYN 

7  Cohelan  (D)  YNYNNNYYNNNN 

33  Dyal  (D)  YNYNNNYYNNYN 

9  Edwards  (D)  YNNNNNYYNNYN 

18  Hagen  (D)  ?YYNN?YYYN?Y 

34  Hanna  (D)  YNN?N?YYNN?Y 

2  Johnson  (D)  YYYYNNYYNNNY 

4  Leggett  (D)  YNYNNNYYNNYN 

15McFall(D)  YNYNNNYYNNNN 

8  Miller  ((J)  Y?YNNNYYNN?Y 

3  Moss  (D)  YNYNNNYYNNNN 

16  Sisk  (D)  YNY?NNY?YNNY 

38  Tunney  (D)  ??Y?NYYY/?YY 

37  Van  Deerlin  (D)  YNY?NNYYNNNY 

14  Baldwin  (R)  NYNYYYYYYYNY 

1  Clausen  (R)  NYNYY?YYY?NY 

10  Gubser  (R)  ?YNY?YYYYYNY 

6  Mailliard(R)  YYYNNYYYYY?  Y 

12  Tolcott  (R)  NYNNYYYYYNNY 

13  Teague  (R)  YYYYYYYYYYNY 

35  Utt  (R)  NYNYYYNNYYNY 

36  Wilson  (R)  NYNNYYYYYYNY 

1 1  Younger  (R)  NYNYYYYYYYNY 

Los  Angeles  Co. 

29  Brown  (D)  YNYNNNYYNNYN 

25  Cameron  (D)  ?N?NNNYYNNYN 

22  Corman  (D)  7NYNNYYYNNNN 

21  Hawkins  (D)  Y?Y?NNYYNNYN 

19  Holifield  (D)  Y7YNNNYYNNNN 

1  7  King  (D)  YYYNNNYYN7NN 

26  Roosevelt  (D)  Y?NNNYYYNNYN 

30  Roybal  (D)  Y?YNNNYYNNYN 

31  Wilson  (D)  ?YNNNNYYNN?Y 

28  Bell  (R)  ?Y?Y?YYYNYNY 

23  Clawson  (R)  N?Y?Y?YYYYNY 

32  Hosmer  (R)  N?YYYY?YYYNY 

24  Lipscomb  (R)  NYNYYYYNYYNY 

27  Reinecke  (R)  NYYYYYYYYYNY 

20  Smith  (R)  NYYYYYNNYYNY 

COLORADO 

4  Aspinall  (D)  YYYNNNYY?YNN 

3  Evans  (D)  YY?NNNYYNYNN 

2  McVicker  (D)  YY?NNNYYN?NN 

1  Rogers  (D)  YYYNNYYYYYNY 

CONNECTICUT 

1  .Daddario  (D)  YNYNNNYY7YNN 

3  Giaimo  (D)  YNY?NNYYYYNN 

6  Grabowski  (D)  YYYNNNYYNNNY 

4  Irwin  (D)  YNYNNNYYNYNN 

5  Monagan  (D)  YYNNNNYYNYNY 

2  St,  Onge  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNN 

•See  footnotes  on  preceding  page. 
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DELAWARE 

AL  McDowell  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNY 

FLORIDA 

2  Bennett  (D)  YYYNYYYYYYNY 

4  Fascell  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNY 

9‘Fuqua  (D)  NY7NYYNNYYNY 

10  Gilsons  (D)  YYYNNYYYNNNY 

7  Haley  (D)  NYNYYYNNYYNY 

5  Herlong  (D)  YY?NYYNNYYNY 

8  Matthews  (D)  Y?YN?NNNYYNY 

3  Pepper  (D)  YYYNNNYYNNNY 

6  Rogers  (D)  YYYNYYYYYYNY 

1  Sikes  (D)  NY?NYYNY?YNY 

12  Cramer  (R)  NYNYYYYNYYNY 

1 1  Gurney  (R)  NYNYYYNNYY?Y 

GEORGIA 

7  Davis  (D)  YYNNNNNNYYNN 

6  Flynt  (D)  YYNNN7NNYYNY 

1  Hagan  (D)  ?YYNYYNNYYNY 

9  Landrum  (D)  YYYNN?NNYYNN 

4  Mackay  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNN 

2  O’Neal  (D)  7YYNYYNNYYNN 

1 0  Stephens  (D)  Y7NNNNNNYYNY 

8  Tuten  (D)  YYYNNNNNYYNN 

5  Weltner  (D)  NYNNN7YYNYNN 

3  Callaway  (R)  NYYYYYNNYYNY 

HAWAII 

AL  Matsunaga  (D)  YNYNNNYYNNYN 

AL  Mink  (D)  YNYNNNYYNNYN 

IDAHO 

1  White  (D)  YYY?NNYYYYNN 

2  Hansen  (R)  NYYYYYNNYNNN 

ILLINOIS 

21  Gray  (D)  YYYNNNYYY?NN 

24  Price  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNY 

19  Schisler  (D)  YYN7NNYYNYNY 

23  Shipley  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNY 

16  Anderson  (R)  Y?YNY?YY?NNY 

17  Arends  (R)  YY7YYYYYYYNY 

14  Erlenborn  (R)  NYNY7YNYYNNY 

20  Findley  (R)  NYNYYYYYYYNY 

12  McClory  (R)  YYNNYYYYNNNN 

18  Michel  (R)  NY?YYYYY?YNY 

15  Reid  (R)  NYNYYYYYYYNY 

22  Springer  (R)  ??NY??YYYYNY 

Chicago:  Cook  Co. 

7  Annunzio  (D)  YY7NNNYYNYNY 

1  Dawson  (D)  YY?NNNYYNY?N 

5  Kluczynski  (D)  Y??NNNYYNYNY 

3  Murphy;{D)  YY7NNNYYNYNY 

2  O’Flara  (D)  YNYNNYYYNNYN 

1 1  Pucinski  (D)  YY7NNYYYNYNY 

6  Ronon  (D)  YY??NNYYNYNN 

8  Rostenkowski  (D)Y  YYNNNYYYYNY 

9  Yates  (D)  YNNNNYYYNNNN 

10  Collier  (R)  NYNYYYNYYYNY 

4  Derwinski  (R)  7YNYYYYYYNNY 

13  Rumsfeld  (R)  YYNNYYY7YNNY 

INDIANA 

3  Brodemos  (D)  YNYNNNYYNNNN 

8  Denton  (D)  Y  Y  Y  N  N  N  Y  Y  Y  Y  N  N 

9  Hamilton  (D)  YYNNNNYYYYNN 

1 1  Jacobs  (D)  YYYNNYYYNYNY 

1  Madden  (D)  Y7YNNNYYNNNY 

5  Roush  (D)  YYYNNNYYYNNY 

4  Adair  (R)  Y7NYYYYNYYNY 

7  Bray  (R)  YYNYYYYNYYNY 

2  Halleck  (R)  YY?YYYYYYY?N 

10  Harvey  (R)  YY?YY??NY?NY 

6  Roudebush  (R)  ??NYYYYNYYNY 
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IOWA 

4  Bandstra  (D)  YY7NNNYYYYNN 

2  Culver  (D)  YNY7NNYYNYYN 

6  Greigg  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNN 

7  Hansen  (D)  YYYNNNYYYYNN 

1  Schmidhauser(D)  YYNNNNYYNYYN 

5  Smith  (D)  Y7YNNNYYYYNN 

3  Gross  (R)  NYNYYYNNYYNY 

KANSAS 

1  Dole  (R)  NYYYYYYYYYNY 

3  Ellsworth  (R)  YYNYYYYYNYNY 

4  Shriver  (R)  YY?YYYYYY?NY 

2  Mize  (R)  YYYNYYYY7YNY 

5  Skubitz  (R)  YYNYY?YYY?NN 

KENTUCKY 

4  Chelf  (D)  YYYNNNYNYYNN 

3  Farnsley  (D)  ??Y??NYYNY?N 

2  Natcher  (D)  YYYNNNYNYYNN 

7  Perkins  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNN 

1  Stubblefield  (D)  YYYNYNYNYYNN 

6  Watts  (D)  YY7NYNYNYYNN 

5  Carter  (R)  YYNNYYYYYYNN 

LOUISIANA 

2  Boggs  (D)  YYYNNNYYNY7Y 

1  Hebert  (D)  YYY7YYNNYYNN 

8  Long  (D)  N?N?YYNNYYNY 

6  Morrison  (D)  YYY7NNYYNYNY 

5  Passman  (D)  NYNYYYNNYYNY 

7  vacant 

4  Waggonner  (D)  N?N?YYNNYYNY 

3  Willis  (D)  YY?NN?NNYYNN 

MAINE 

2  Hathaway  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNN 

1  Tupper  (f?)  YYYNNYYY7YNN 

MARYLAND 

4  Fallon  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNY 

7  Friedel  (D)  YYYNNYYYNYNY 

3  Gormatz  (D)  YYYNNYYYNYNY 

2  Long  (D)  YYYNNYYYNNNN 

5  Machen  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNN 

AL  Sickles  (D)  YNYNNNYYNNYN 

6  Mathios  (R)  YN????YYNNNN 

1  Morton  (R)  YYNYYY?YY?NN 

MASSACHUSETTS 

2  Boland  (D)  YNY7NNYYNYNY 

1 1  Burke  (D)  YYYNNNYYYYNY 

4  Donohue  (D)  YY7NNNYYNYNY 

7  Macdonald  (D)  YNYNNYYYYYNY 

9  McCormack  (D) 

8  O’Neill  (D)  YYYNNNYYNNNN 

3  Philbin  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNY 

6  Bates  (R)  YY7YYYYYYYNY 

1  Conte  (R)  YNYNNYYYNNNY 

12  Keith  (R)  YYNNYYYYYYNY 

10  Martin  (R)  Y?NNYYYYYY?Y 

5  Morse  (E)  YYNYNYYYNY7Y 

MICHIGAN 

11  Clevenger  (D)  YY7NNNYYNNYN 

19  Farnum  (D)  YYYNNNYYNYNN 

7  Mackie  (D)  YYNNNNYYYNYN 

12  O’Hara  (D)  YNYNNNYYNYYN 

3  Todd  (D)  Y?NNNNYYN?YN 

2  Vivian  (D)  Y7YNNNYYNNYN 

18  Broomfield  (R)  YYNYNYYYNYNY 

10  Cederberg  (R)  NYYYYYYYYYNY 

6  Chamberlain  (R)  Y  Y  N  Y  Y  Y  Y  Y  Y  Y  N  Y 

5  Ford  (R)  YYNYYYYYNYNY 

9  Griffin  (R)  YYNYYYYYNYNY 

8  Harvey  (R)  ?YYN?YY?NYNY 

4  Hutchinson  (R)  YYNYYYYYYYNY 


I  - — 

Representatives 
by  Stote  &  Dist. 

Detroit:  Wayne  Co 

1  Conyers  (D) 

13  Diggs  (D) 

16  Dingell  (D) 

15  Ford  (D) 

17  Griffiths  (D) 

14  Nedzi  (D) 

MINNESOTA 

8  Blotnik  (D) 

5  Fraser  (D) 

4  Korth  (D) 

6  Olson  (D) 

7  Langen  (R) 

o  (R) 

2  Nelsen  (R) 

1  Quie  (R) 

MISSISSIPPI 

1  Abernethy  (D) 

5  Colmer  (D) 

2  Whitten  (D) 

3  Williams  (D) 

4  Walker  fR)  ' 

MISSOURI  ^  ’ 

5  Bolling  (D) 

6  Hull  (0)'  ■' 

9  Hungate  (D) 
o  I  chord 

1 0  Jones  (D) 

1  Korsten  (D) 

4  Rondo  1 1  (D) 
o  oullivan  (D) 

2  Curtis  (R) 

7  Hall  (R) 

MONTANA 

1  Olsen  (D) 

(R) 

NEBRASKA 

^  Collan  (D) 

^^3Mo«„rR)  , 

HAMf»sll?RE  ^ 

1  Huot  (D)  Y 

NE^SerIe?"  ’ 

jo  (D)  Y 

13  Ga  lagher  p)  y 

f  Nelstoski  (D)  Y 

3  Howard  (D)  y 

o  Joelson  (D)  Y 

2  Krebs  (D)  ^  J 

11  Minish  (D)  Y 

2  McGrath  (D)  y 

10  Rodino  (D)  Y 

1  Z^P^Pson  (D)  Y  I 

1  (R)  Y 

6  Dwyer  (R)  y 


,  ,  ,  VOTES 
4345678  9  10  I]  12 

r“?Nf3NYyl25'’'N, 

iiii 

»  Y?NY?Y;nYNY 

Y YYYYYYY^^mZ 

V  Y  N  N  Y  Y  ?  J  ^  ^  J 

iJ^^J/YNNYYNY 

YYYNMMli"^YY9  yI 

N^N???^^^!YNY  il 

NYNYYY?NYYNYj 


AL  Morris  (D) 
AL  Wolker  (D) 

new  YORK 

27  Dow  (D) 

41  Dulski  (D) 

44  Hanley  (D) 

Brien  (D) 
25  Ottinger  (D) 
1  Pike  (D) 

28  Resnick  (D) 

45  Stratton  (D) 
5  Tenzer  (D) 

3  Wolff  (D) 

R°^pble  (R) 

40  Goode  1 1  (R) 

2  Grover  (R) 

46  Horton  (R) 

3?/w'p^  (R) 

41  McEwen (R) 

42  Pirnie  (R) 

26  Reid  (R)  ^ 

4J  Robison  (R) 
40  Smith  (R) 

4  Wydier  (R) 
New  York  City 
7  Addabbo  (D) 
44  Bingham  (D) 

10  Larey  (D) 

10  Celler  (D) 

19  (D) 

29 

42  Gi  Ibert  (D) 


Y  J  J  N  N  N  Y  Y  N  N  N  Y 

■ii 


-  ^wyer  (KJ  Y  Y  V  M  C  .  '  f  Y  N  Y 

:W  MEXICO  ^  ^^NNYYYYNN?Y 


^vyS„^^\%\vny 

'•  'rNNY?NY9v 

YyJmmZZ^NNNY 

rY^K!:^;^^N}:vN 

';YNNYYY^YY^3^ 

'^'^NVYYyJl?,^  ■  N 

V  Y  YNNNy;i?;;j!;i 


9  10  11  13  I  L  *P'®®entotives 

•u  ^2  I  h^tate  &  Dist. 

,  I  KelTyToT'  ~ 

N’ynI 

Y  Y  V  M  I  (D) 

1  N  V  w  1  lo  (D) 
?YNy| 

I  N  Y  N  I  R  Rooney  (D) 

I  on  Rosenthal  (D) 

I  N  Y  N  o?  c 
'  N  Y  N  I  oi  Scheuer  (D) 

NNnI  *Nalpern(R) 

Y  N  Y  I  Kii^Z'ndsay  (R) 

^  N  Y  CAROLINA 

Y  N  Y  I  *  Bonner  (D) 

Y  N  Y  I  4  Cooley  (D) 

Y  NY  3  H°T'^‘^ 

Y  N  Y  I  6  (D) 

Y  N  Y  I  7  r°'’"®9ay  (D) 

Y  N  Y  I  c  |r®nnon  (D) 

yny  "Ik/ 

I  H  laylor  (D) 

M  N  N  I  o  (D) 

y  N  Y  I  Q  “royhill  (R) 

7  N  N  I  (R) 

'  N  N  I  north  DAKOTA 
'  ?  Y  I  2  Redlin  (D) 

NY  OhIo*"^''”' 

?  N  I  ^9  Ashley  (D) 

N  Y  I  20  Feighon  (D) 

•  ^  I  ,i  Cilligan  (D) 

I  18  Hays  (D) 

NY  ^3  .^'■'■^an  (D) 

'  I  3  Love  (D)  y 

NY  i  I  (D) 

N  Y  I  01  ,,  weeney  (D)  y 

I  41  Vanik  (D)  y 

NyI  .  '  Ashbrook  (R)  ^ 

1  14  Ayres  (R)  Y 

M  Y  I  „8  Betts  (R)  , 

MY  22  Bolton  (R)  ^ 

I  16  Bow  (R)  Y 

M  Y  I  7  vacant 

'N  13  N 

INI  I  Revine  (R)  ^ 

N  6  Harsha  (R)  ^ 

N  I  5  Latta  (R)  y 

Y  I  33  DJ'^^'^'loch  (R)  J 

Y  n  (R)  N 

n|  J^^sher(R)  y 

Y  I  nir  Y  ' 

H  I  Cl^LAHOMA 

Y  I  ^  ^Ibert  (D)  y  ^ 

Y  I  4  tdmondson  (D)  y  y 

Y  I  5  Jarman  (D)  y  y 

Y  I  6  Johnson  (D)  Y  V 

I  4  Steed  (D)  m  y 

Y  I  Belcher  (R)  m  y 

y'  I  OREGON  ^  ^ 

I  4  Duncon  (D)  y  m 

1  j  3  Green  (D)  Y  Kl 

'I  2  Ul  Iman  (D)  Y  Y 

'  I  (1^)  Y  Y 

I  I  PENNSYLVANIA  ^  ^ 

'  I  25  Clark  (D)  Y  v 

I  9?  (D)  y  , 

I  21  Dent  (D)  Y  v 

I  11  Flood  (D)  y  Y 

I  Pollond  (D)  y  »j  • 

I  of  l^°°''^’ead  (D)  y  Y  ' 

I  26  Morgan  (D)  Y  Y  ' 

I  6  Rhodes  (D)  y  y  y 

15  Rooney  (D)  y  y  ^ 

IR  r  V  V  h 

8  Curtin  (R)  Y  Y  Y 

I  27  R^?^®  (R)  Y  Y  N 

23  Y  Y  N 

Johnson  (R)  Y  Y  w 

6Kunkel(R)'  y^N 
10  Me  Dade  (R)  y  y  n 

17  Y  Y  N 

1/  Schneebeli  (R)  Y  Y  N 

-  7  5chweiker  (R)  YYN 
7  Watkins  (R)  yyN 

p^2^"«y(R)  JyK 

Philadelphia  City 

1  Barrett  fD)  Y  9  v  i 

3B,™(D)'  JyJ 

5  Green  (D)  Y  Y  Y  t 

_2Nix(D)__ 


1  2  3  >  c 

— — 8  9  K)  11  12 

jTTS^y^^YYTT-y 

iilil 

y?9KnJ^ynyny 


n^NN?NNY 
J yN? NNNNY 
JjNNNYNNY 
•VYNNNNImy 
Z^iZNYNNNY 

nynynynny 

V'YNYYNIMy 

VVNNNYNNY’ 

Y^NYYYNNY' 

Ii^YNYYYNNY^ 


<  ?  N  Y 
'  Y  N  N 
'Yny 
'  Y  N  Y 

yny 
yny 
yny 
yny 
yny 
Y  N  N 
yny] 


I  by^ate  &  Dist. 

I_.  4  Toll  (dT 
RHODE  ISLAND 
4  Fogarty  (D) 

con  XU  R®''"Tain  (D) 
CAROLINA 
4  Ashmore  (D) 

3  Dorn  (D) 

5  Gettys  (D) 

°  ^Millan  (D) 

1  Rivers  (D) 
c«.  wafson  (R) 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

4  Berry  (R) 

_^1  Reifel  (R) 

Tennessee 

A  A  _  j  .  _ 


Y?YNNNYYYN9^ 


r  N  N  y  J  J  J  ^  N  N  j 

VYYNNNYYN7  NY  I 

ZZi^NNNYYN?  nJI 

yyynnnyy^?  nJJI 


6  Anderson  (D) 

8  fcverett  (D) 

4  Evins  (D) 

^  ^ulton  (D) 

9  Grider  (D) 

7  Murray  (D) 

3  Brock  (R) 

4  Duncan  (R) 

te!(?s“'"'"W 

3  Beckworth  (D) 

4  Brooks  (D) 
Burleson  (D) 

5  Cabell  (D) 

42  Casey  (D) 

15  De  la  Garza  (D) 
7  Dowdy  (D) 

21  p-sber(D) 

4U  Gonzales  (D) 

19  Mahon  (D)' 

1/1  (D) 

0  Pickle  (D) 

Poage  (D) 

Pool  (D) 

4  Purcell  (D) 

4  Roberts  (D) 

8  Rogers  (D) 

6  Teague  (D) 

8  Thomas  (D) 

9  Thompson  (D) 

16  White  (D) 

1 2  Wright  (D)  ^ 

.  14  Young  (D)  > 

UTAH  ^ 

2  King  (D)  ^ 

..-'Burton  (R)  ►, 

VERMONT  ^ 


1  2  3  .  c 

8  9  1011  12 

N^^^^^NNYYNY 

N  N  Y  Y  Y 


Y yynnnyynnnJ 

Y  Y  Y  N  N  N  Y  Y  fj  Y  N  i 

yynnyyyyyynnI 
Y YNN Y YYYY^N? 
YYNNY YYY YYN^ 

Y  Y  N  Y  Y  Y  Y  Y  Y  Y  Y  I 
ZyNN^YYYNNNYl 
YYNYYYYYYYmm! 
ryNyYy;;^^J|N| 


'  F  ipi 

)  NYNY^^MM^^NY 

)  N?NyJ^mmZ^NY 

•^'YYNNYYNY 

»  i-yyJJKKJJJJNN 

"  If; 

.  :F;i  lis 

yyyny?yynyny 

►'''NYyy!J!:!:^{;j^ 

Yyynnnyynyym 

YYNNNYYYYyvm 

?  YNyyyy 

YNYNNNYYNYYy 

rN\«K!jy^;NVNv 


Y?  YNNNYYNYYy 
YYYNNNYYNYYYI 
Y yynnnyynnyn 

i-iXNNKy.y^j5j 


!(  »fc-r%lVIUNr  .  I  f  T  y  Y  N  ? 

'^'-VNyyyyN,, 

?y\\^^-NNyyN 

2Hardy(D)  ^  ^  ^  Y  2  f!  N  N  Y  Y  K 

9  Jennings  (D)  Y9ymuNNNYYN 

7  Marsh  (D)^  Xn^^NNYNYYN 

3  Sotterfield  (D)  NYYNKIym!^^^N 

8  Smith  (D)  Yyvuu^'^'^YYN 

5  Tuck  (D)  Tvi^NNYNNYYN 

10  Broyhill  (R)  ’YN^vZNNYYN 

6  Poff  (R)  M  V  u  Z  ^  ^  Y  Y  Y  N 

llASHINGTON  NYNYYYNYyyn 

7  Adams  (D)  v  y  v  ki  . 

5  Poley  (D)^  79ymm^^^NYYI 

3  Hansen  (D)  YYywm^^^''NYN| 

6  Hicks  (D)  J  ^  M  N  N  Y  Y  ?  Y  N  ' 

WEST  vfedSlA  •^NYY^V^^^N; 

5  Kee  Vd)  Y7ynw^^''NYYY 

3  Slack  (D)  YYMwmu''^’NYNV 

?  ?/®99ers  (D)  ’YYNNWvZ^''^NN 

Viscte^")  NYNY^flfJjN^NY 

^^^;I;;nyynnyn 

5  Reuss  (D)  YN^WmS^^^NNY 

1  Stalbaum  (D)  Y  Y  M  m  m  ^  ^  ^  N  N  Y  N 

4  Zoblocki  D  Y^YKSK^NNNN 

8  Byrnes  (R)  YYYyvv^^^YNY 

7  Laird  (R)^  YY^ZZ^^^^YNY 

'?  (Rl  NVNvyyJjNk'''' 

9te7R)®’  iir"^"yyyNy 

WYOMING  ^^NYYYYNYYNN 
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House  voted  312-43  to  authorize  an  extra  $50,000  for 
an  investigation  of  the  Ku  Klux  Klan. 

(Cigarette  Smoking.  Legislation  requiring  manufactur¬ 
ers  to  print  a  mild  health  hazard  warning  on  cigarette 
packages  but  prohibiting  the  Government  from  requir¬ 
ing  such  a  warning  in  cigarette  advertising  for  three 
years  was  considered  by  opponents  such  as  Rep.  Ed¬ 
ward  Roybal,  Calif.,  to  be  “a  piece  of  special  interest 
legislation,  designed  to  protect — not  the  public  health 
— but  rather  the  economic  health  of  the  cigarette 
industry.  .  .  .” 

On  the  Senate  side,  the  fight  for  greater  consumer  protection 
was  led  by  Sen.  Maurine  Neuberger,  Ore.,  with  support  from 
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Sens.  Joseph  Clark.  Pa.,  and  Robert  Kennedy,  N.Y.  Reps. 
.Moss.  Calif.;  Bolling,  Mo.:  Udall.  Ariz.;  King,  Utah;  and 
Bingham,  .N.^  ..  were  among  the  Representatives  who  unsuccess¬ 
fully  urged  a  stronger  bill  (see  S  vote  12,  H  vote  10) . 

The  >lails.  One  of  the  results  of  the  Senate  invasion 
of  privacy  hearings  in  the  1965  session  was  an  amend¬ 
ment  prohibiting  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  from 
opening  first  class  mail  of  delinquent  taxpayers.  Sen¬ 
ate  adoption  of  this  amendment,  proposed  by  Sen.  John 
.1.  Williams,  Del.,  stopped  action  on  a  separate  bill  by 
Sen.  Edward  Long,  Mo. 

Other.  Congress  also  authorized  a  health-care  program 
for  persons  65  and  over  under  social  security.  It  ap¬ 
propriated  $976  million  for  the  first  year  of  an  aid  to 
elementary  and  secondarij  education  program  aimed 
especially  at  deprived  children;  $160  million  for  fiscal 
1966  aid  to  higher  education,  excluding  funds  for  the 
controversial  Teachers  Corps;  $1.5  billion  to  more  than 
double  this  country’s  commitment  to  the  “War  on 
Poverty”;  $349.7  million  for  development  of  the  Ap¬ 
palachian  area;  and  nearly  $1  billion  for  housing  and 
urban  development  programs  for  the  next  fiscal  year. 
It  refused  to  appropriate  funds  for  the  rent  subsidy 
program  authorized  by  the  housing  bill.  Legislation 
providing  control  of  water  and  air  pollution  and  high¬ 
way  beautification  was  also  passed  during  this  session. 
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